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should be. It was in fact the kernel of what has since been called
the Single Tax theory. Wages are high in new countries where
the land is free, he pointed out, but in the old countries where
land is monopolized, wages are low and poverty is great. He
asserted that economic rent, or the return for the use of the land,
should be collected and employed for social needs and that no
taxes at all should be levied on the products of labor:
The value of land is something which belongs to all, and in taxing
land values we are merely taking for the use of the community
something which belongs to the community.... In speaking of the
value of land, I mean the value of the land itself, not the value of
any improvement which has been raised upon it... .s The -mere
holder of the land would be called on to pay just as much taxes
as the user of the land. The owner of a vacant city lot would have
to pay as much for the privilege of keeping other people off it till
he wanted to use it, as a neighbor who has a fine house upon his
lot, and is either using it or deriving rent from it. The monopolizer
of agricultural land would be taxed as much as though his land were
covered with improvements, with crops and with stock.
Therefore:
Land prices would fall; land speculation would receive its death
blow; land monopolization would no longer pay... .9
The whole weight of taxation would be lifted from productive
industry. The million dollar manufactory, and the needle of the
seamstress, the mechanic's cottage and the grand hotel, the farmer's
plow, and the ocean steamship, would be alike untaxed.
Imagine this country with all taxes removed from production and
exchange! * How demand would spring up; how trade would in-
crease; what a powerful stimulus would be applied to every branch
of industry; what an enormous development of wealth would take
place	Would there be many industrious men walking our streets,
or tramping over our roads in the vain search for employment?10
"Our Land and Land Policy/* coming from the pen of a man
not yet thirty-two years old, suggested a new11 and startling
solution to the economic crisis. But it did not meet with the
recognition for which the author had hoped. While approxi-
* George pointed out, with evident horror, that "40,000,000 of our people
have to raise $800,000,000 per year for public purposes." The population now
is between three and four times that figure but the amount raised from Federal
taxes alone is nearly fifty times the figure he mentioned in 1871.—Editor.

